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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Strathmeyer et 
al. (US Patent Application Publication 2004/0120502) in view of Takemoto et al. (US patent 
Application Publication 2003/0023748). 

Claim 1 is limited to a method of facilitating speed dialing, Strathmeyer discloses 
a method and apparatus for implementing call processing packet telephony networks. 
See Abstract. Figure 2 depicts the basic steps required for terminating a call setup 
request to a virtual telephone address over a packet-based network. In step (220), a 
Softswitch device (125) of figure 1 receives a call initiation request from a gateway 
(120), including a telephone address, for example, a telephone number, entered by a 
user at one of devices (11 OA), (11 0B), or (110C), i.e. PSTN-based telephony devices. 
See paragraphs 43, 44, and 64. This telephone number corresponds to a speed dial 
code as it represents a shorthand representation of a URL that corresponds directly to 
the virtual telephone address. As stated in paragraph 44, the Softswitch (125) 
translates/resolves the telephone number into the aforementioned URL, i.e. accessing 
an address corresponding to a seed dial code. Upon resolving the telephone number 
into the URL, the Softswitch (125) forwards the call initiation request including the URL 
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to call control proxy server (130) to complete the call setup as seen in steps 225-235, 
i.e. sending a session initiation request including the address to initiate a voice session 
between a called party terminal associated with the address and the PSTN-based 
telephony device. However, as correctly noted by the applicant on page 12 of the 
current response, Strathmeyer fails to disclose a speed dial code that comprises an 
abbreviated telephone number sequence. 

Takemoto teaches an internet communication control apparatus and 
transmission control method. See Abstract. In one aspect of the invention, a dialed 
telephone number or fax number is translated into a destination IP address in an 
analogous manner as the system of Takemoto. In addition, Takemoto goes one step 
further and indicates that not only can a telephone number be used to index a 
destination IP address, but a speed dial sequence comprising an abbreviated telephone 
number sequence as recited. See paragraph 26. The benefits of using speed dial 
codes comprising abbreviated telephone number sequences include reduced 
keystrokes for faster dialing and reduced effort in memorizing numbers. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to recognize speed 
dial codes and translate them into destination IP addresses as taught by Takemoto to 
realize the above identified advantages. 

Claim 2 is limited to the method of claim 1, as covered by Strathmeyer in view of 
Takemoto. Strathmeyer discloses in paragraph 44 that the Softswitch (125) initially 
receives an SIP invite message including the dialed telephone number, i.e. speed dial 
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code. Therefore, Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto makes obvious all limitations of the 
claim. 

Claim 3 is limited to the method of claim 2, as covered by Strathmeyer in view of 
Takemoto. It is clear from figure 1 that the SIP invite message, i.e. session initiation 
request, received by the Softswitch (125) is transmitted from the gateway device (120), 
i.e. terminal adapter, which translates PSTN signaling into packet signaling. See 
paragraphs 41 and 63. Therefore, Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto makes obvious all 
limitations of the claim. 

Claim 4 is limited to the method of claim 2, as covered by Strathmeyer in view of 
Takemoto. As indicated by Strathmeyer in paragraph 44, the Softswitch (125) receives 
an SIP invite message, which inherently includes a first field designated as the called 
party address. The Softswitch (125) is stated as resolving the address received in the 
initial invite message received by the gateway (120), so it follows that the telephone 
number, i.e. speed dial code, entered by the caller is actually in a first field intended to 
contain the address. Therefore, Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto makes obvious all 
limitations of the claim. 

Claim 5 is limited to the method of claim 4, as covered by Strathmeyer in view of 
Takemoto. Since Softswitch (125) must resolve the address within the received invite 
message from gateway (120), it inherently determines that the first field of the initial 
session request includes the telephone number, i.e. speed dial code, instead of the 
address. See paragraph 44. Therefore, Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto makes 
obvious all limitations of the claim. 
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Claim 6 is limited to the method of claim 5, as covered by Strathmeyer in view of 
Takemoto. Strathmeyer discloses in paragraph 44 translating the called telephone 
number, i.e. speed dial code, received by the caller using Softswitch (125), such that the 
telephone number, i.e. speed dial code, in the initial session initiation request is 
replaced with the address to create the session initiation request. Therefore, 
Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto makes obvious all limitations of the claim. 

Claim 7 is limited to the method of claim 6, as covered by Strathmeyer in view of 
Takemoto. Clearly, the proxy and ACD circuitry can handle many session initiation 
requests from a plurality of users, such that a second session initiation request is 
handled in the same manner as the first, i.e. receiving a second session initiation 
request and sending the second request to initiate a second voice session. Therefore, 
Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto makes obvious all limitations of the claim. 

Claim 8 is limited to the method of claim 1, as covered by Strathmeyer in view of 
Takemoto. Strathmeyer discloses in paragraph 44 using a database lookup in order to 
resolve the telephone number into a URL, where a database query inherently comprises 
a request and reception step. Therefore, Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto makes 
obvious all limitations of the claim. 

Claim 9 is limited to a method of facilitating speed dialing that encompasses 
essentially the same subject matter as claim 2, as covered by Strathmeyer in view of 
Takemoto, and is rejected for the same reasons. 

Claim 10 is limited to essentially the same subject matter as claim 4, as covered 
by Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto, and is rejected for the same reasons. 
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Claim 11 is limited to the method of claim 9, as covered by Strathmeyer in view 
of Takemoto. Strathmeyer clearly depicts in figure 1 receiving a dialed telephone 
number from a caller over the PSTN using an analog telephone, inherently requiring 
that the telephone number, i.e. speed dial code, is received in the form of dialed digits 
over a PSTN-based telephony line. See paragraph 34. Therefore, Strathmeyer in view 
of Takemoto makes obvious all limitations of the claim. 

Claim 12 is limited to a system for facilitating speed dialing. The rejection of 
claim 1 clearly sets forth that Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto makes obvious the 
functions of this system for facilitating speed dialing. For clarity, the Softswitch (125) 
and its associated interface with gateway (120) correspond to a control system and its 
associated communication interface. Therefore, Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto 
makes obvious all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 13-19 are limited to essentially the same subject matter as claims 2-8, as 
covered by Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto, respectively, and are rejected for the 
same reasons. 

Claim 20 is limited to a system for facilitating speed dialing. The rejection of 
claim 9 clearly sets forth that Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto makes obvious the 
functions of this system for facilitating speed dialing. For clarity, the gateway (120) and 
its associated interface with both the PSTN (115) and internal network domain (170) 
correspond to a control system associated with its Internet Protocol communication 
interface and its PSTN-based telephony interface. Therefore, Strathmeyer in view of 
Takemoto makes obvious all limitations of the claim. 
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Claims 21 and 22 are limited to essentially the same subject matter as claims 10 
and 11, as covered by Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto, respectively, and are rejected 
for the same reasons. 

Claims 23, 24, and 26-29 are limited to essentially the same subject matter as 
claims 1, 2, 4-6 and 8, as covered by Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto, respectively, 
and are rejected for the same reasons. 

Claim 25 is limited to the method of claim 24 } as covered by Strathmeyer in view 
of Takemoto. In one example, any of callers (1 1 0A), (1 1 0B) or (1 1 0C) is using an SIP 
telephone, such that an initial session initiation request is generated by the phone 
directly and without conversion between a circuit and packet switched network domain, 
i.e. wherein the initial session initiation request is received over an Internet Protocol 
based network from the telephony device. See paragraph 34. Therefore, Strathmeyer 
in view of Takemoto makes obvious all limitations of the claim. 

Claim 30 is limited to a system for facilitating speed dialing. The rejection of 
claim 23 clearly sets forth that Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto makes obvious the 
functions of this system for facilitating speed dialing. For clarity, the Softswitch (125) 
and its associated interface with gateway (120) correspond to a control system and its 
associated communication interface. Therefore, Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto 
makes obvious all limitations of the claim. 

Claims 31-36 are limited to essentially the same subject matter as claims 24-29, 
as covered by Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto, respectively, and are rejected for the 
same reasons. 
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Claim 37 is limited to a system for facilitating speed dialing. The rejection of 
claim 23 clearly sets forth that Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto makes obvious the 
functions of this system for facilitating speed dialing. For clarity, the gateway (120) and 
its associated interface with both the PSTN (115) and internal network domain (170) 
correspond to a control system associated with its Internet Protocol communication 
interface and its PSTN-based telephony interface. Therefore, Strathmeyer in view of 
Takemoto makes obvious all limitations of the claim. 

Claim 38 is limited to essentially the same subject matter as claim 26, as 
covered by Strathmeyer in view of Takemoto, and is rejected for the same reasons. 

Claim 39 is limited to the method of claim 37, as covered by Strathmeyer in view 
of Takemoto. Strathmeyer clearly depicts in figure 1 receiving a dialed telephone 
number from a caller over the PSTN using an analog telephone, inherently requiring 
that the telephone number, i.e. speed dial code, is received in the form of dialed digits 
over a PSTN-based telephony line. See paragraph 34. Therefore, Strathmeyer in view 
of Takemoto makes obvious all limitations of the claim. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 06 July 2005 with respect to claims 1-39 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 
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Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Walter F. Briney III whose telephone number is 571- 
272-7513. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am - 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sinh Tran can be reached on 571-272-7564. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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